[N " * - ' N g

e _DOCUMENT RESUME ) N
"ED 213 646 T . SO 013 928
AUTHOR : . Rarker, Franklin :
TITLE : -Behind the Evolution/Creation Controversy.
‘PUB DATE eb 82 L L
" NOTE * © lép.; Paper presentzd at the West Virginia—University
o - . Benedum/Centennial Lecture Series (Morgantown, WV, .
February 9, 1982). For.a related document, see ED 207
PR - 904. Some pages may be marginally legible. '
'EDRS, PRICE - MFO1/PGOI Plus Postage. - . . S
DESCRIPTORS *Conflict; Court Litigation; *Creationism; _ '
. : *Educational History; Educational Needs; Elementary .
p . . Secondary Education; *Evolution; Public Education; - ;
) .~ Scientists; State‘Legislation; Teacher Response i
IDENTIFIERS ] Arl.:a;\thas ] . ) . .
ABSTRACT . ' Y

e o ¥
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 on January 5, 1982. Overton's decision called the Arkansas law a
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challenge and used wording that, appeale to Americans’' sense of fair
" play in presenting both sides. Judge Overton .traced the origin of .
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criticism. In the 1920's - tampaigned successfully against .
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Behmé the Evolutlon/Creatlon Contr

- Franklin Parker - e
. ' Many Protestant fundanentalls!ts have long said that the feaching of
evoluticon in public schools has contributed to America's moral decline. In )‘
mt years a group of ﬁmclzmentalists called creationists have‘campaigneé
_ for state~enforced Qerlesis—base’d creation to Be taught whenever evp,lutign is

taught in public schools. The purpose, one gathers, is to restore rellglon

and morallty and thus hélp reverse nsmg crme, drug use, abortlon, B
- hanosexuallty,, and cther 11,15. They have introduced equal time evolution/creation
,. . ’ - * *

v . N ! . . Ve .
bills in over 40 state legislatures, including West Virginia, and in the U.S. .

Oongress The Congressional bill woﬁld give research funds equal to tl( ‘

grantw for sclenoe researd'1 mvolv:.ng ewﬁutuon and would assure equal time

9

when evolutJ.on lectures occur 1n national parks and rmuseums. In this campaign,
begun 1n ? in the 19605, creatlomsts made str:kmg ga_ms during {98ﬁ when Arkansas

*

r

‘on parch 19 and Lotisiana on July 212 ‘passed such laws.
' H'orri‘fied o{sponents, late to organize, see creaticnists' goal—-to. rever;;'r %
Arerica's moral decline by reasserting orthodox religion — as at best nalve,
their c:chmwentlon of chuxch—sta separation as tmconstltd{:lonal ; their
éoa;tnved conoea]ment to re.mst_a rel'igion in public schools as dangerous;

:

" their attacks on evolution and sciencé for favoring a man-centexed rather
than a; God-centémd worldview as simplistic; and their misconstruing of science
as ’delibera’te weakenjng of our sc1ent1f1c future. . ‘

'_,/} Oppo;nents,_ led by the American ClVll 'I.J.bezt;’Les Union (ACUJ) ' J.rmedlately
¢hallenged the constituiionality of the Arkansas and Louisiana laws. Fo}lcwmg

PCLU'S dﬁl’lenge tnal in Arkansas, N .f ) ’

. L ~A' ‘ | |
*Read February 9, 1982, in the West Vlrglma\tmivers; Benedun/Centennial Lecture
Ser:.es. ’ . -
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Deeenber 7-17, 198l Federal Judge Wll R Overton on January 5, l982

declared the Arkansas law mconstitutl l.3 Even before,%hls decision, creatlomsa
®
. leaders were crltlcal of state Attorney General Steve Cla.rk s defense of the

/

\ Arkansas law. Clark early declined their help, perhaps wantmg to avoid the
" ‘sideshow that marked the 1925 Scopes trial in Daytcn, Tenn_essee. Although many -

believe ACIH's defeat of Arkansas's equal time law will l:é,‘repeated in . .

—Touisiana, cxeatlomst leaders are ooordinating their efforts to win in

> ‘A
' 4 - B

10\1151ana ' ,.‘ ’ -

l "’7;’1‘“ Overton's 38—page opinion clearly exposed creationists' strategy
and motives: that the cleverly worded equal time bill is a smokescreen for } ,
: teaching religlbn in public schools; that creation "science" is net science

but dlsgulsed rellglcn, ‘that creat.lonlsts' strdss on thé' "two—model approach” ‘

”~

is n‘eant, to a({’olOlt Amerlcans falmundedness, and that one intent of
state-enforced Gene51s—based creat.lon teachmq’is o weaken the evolutlon
oontent of science, seen as part of "secular H\m\anlsm respons:.ble for

Pzrencasnls : / B “ ’-
) /-\~ ’- . . . -

Judge Overt.on traced the orlgm of fundamentalism, as evangel:Lcal

Protestant reactlon to n‘ode:m.sm and ’ .ge espec1ally reactlon to Charles -

-
Darwin's Origin of, Spgcies, 1859, wnich offered ev1dence that all llfe

evolved gradually 0ver mllllons oﬁ years by natural selecthn as better adapted
life forms surwved and less well adapted ones dled out. | )

Disliking Darwinian evolutlm for Castlng doubt on dlvme creagtlon,
.Amerlcan reli 1omsts yere further upset by largely German late 19th oentu;y
Blble scho ars ev1denoe that the. B:Lble was wrltten by mortals at dlfferent

tJ.mes and places and, J.ncluded same. myths and pgssible forgerles
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\ ) 3
» i ,_qﬁ_ - .
Most people- acceptnd Darw1ﬂ~an evolutlon, sc1ence, hlghep

-

. Blble criticxsm, and secular life and govermment and still remained

1)
~

,thdamentalkst Hilliam Je

Arellglous. Leadlng evangellcal Pnotestants who bel;\red in Chrisg's o
secondcnmihgg however, held annual Bible conferences to combat rlslng
secularlsm. A famous 1895 Bltle conference in, Nlagara, R.Y., Lssueg
a five-point afflrnatlon éf Christian doctrlne, includidg Bible -
‘lnerrancy and Cnrlst's dLVLnLty, v1rg1n birtb, absolutlon for man's'
sins, resurrecﬁion, and second. com;ng!+ This afflrmaulan, d1stL1buted by
the o millions. v, - ) in & pamphlet series called The -

in
Fundamenuals, 1910 1035, largely lnsplredAthe 1920s ant1~liquo%

’ Problbltxon.ana antl evolutlon teachlngé /Ulaely read speeches

[
by fundamentallst Dolltlcian Wllllam Jennlngs Bryan (three~time ]

Democratic candidate for the ¥.S8.° Presidency), helped introduce

37 anti-evolution bills in 20 states. Flve states passed them, - -

'lncluding Arkansas and Tennessee. Most lsgislators felt they had to voti

Tennesseets” anti~evoluu10n bill }ﬁfﬁarch 1925

in order to be re- e1ectmi5 b The governor who signed it

Sai d Nbbody believes that it is going to be an actﬁve statute n 6

'c Friends in Dayton, Lennessee, decided that an AQLU test case

in Dayt would put‘tnei" town on-the map, ngh scaoQT science teacher

Iohn Thomas Scopes, 2h an:é:émafrled, agrsed to be ar*esged and trled.
ngs Bryan, who led the state's ‘ ‘

prosecution, clashed WLth agnostic Cth&"O lawyer Clarence Darrow of

the ACLU deﬂense. Irrltated by the Judge's apparent bias, Darrow

pracuically asked for a guilty verdlct so that h® could appeal to a:

higher cohrt. Scopes was found gullty and fined. The $100 fine was

latev revoked on a technlcality.-

\
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O : Superintendent of Instruction Max Rafferty.

' H [ . ‘. ) Y

o Fundamentalistg won the Scopes trial and’ also

_#
Evolutlon ng do'.mplayed. The textbook Scopes had used, Geo ge

won educationglly, Pu‘olishérs, authors,. and teachers were frightensd.

William Hu.nbar's Civic Biology, in its 1926 revision omitted all
' . - D SO

' mention oi' evolut:.on. A ) stm;y of biology text'books noted:

5 14

Sé'f;. censorshm exa:cz.sed by the New Yor k~ba{§ed publ iéhing
i*xdust;y. «~s8haped the, content of high school blology courses
fo" 35 yesars following the Scopes trial,...Publishers and
au.thers feared that a good treatment of evolution meant tha

S . *
loss, of the southnrn market-—a fear which seems to have been

jus‘blfled.7 L : - !

7/

Taz.s dow:;p” ayvng of evolution in biolegy’ texuboo\s lasted until the
LY L)

post~Sputnik curmculum revisions wban the National Se%ence Founda.,mn
/

financed the nq_w biology "(1958). By 1‘363 the Biological Solences
Curri€ulum Study (B3CS) 'had three"biblogy textbook versions based on ‘
evoluulon in usa'ln the nation’s schools. f{. ‘ S é

\ Th:.s BSCS remstatament of evolutwn in biology te,ctbooks provoked

the r;t.sL of craatz.omsts and determ.m,d. their current &rive. Anothar

) .
factor 'was tha 1968 E'pnerson v, Ankanaas U.S. %preme Court case, ‘

Arkanses 'in 1929, 111:3 Tennessgs in’ 1925, passed an. ant:.-avolutlon

' teach 1ing law\which remained. in force until a legal cballenga by Little Ro(

biolovy teacber-- Sugan Epperson led the U.S. ‘Supvjeme. Cou_rt in 19::3 to
declare Arkansas*s 1929 law unccnshtuczona‘l. "7 Convinced.that

thay could not’ légally dislodge cvbluulon teaching, creaulonists

chosa egual time as ‘a strategy they u.lql vin in view of Amerlcans'

N senss qj’ fair play' 8 The' final spur ‘vas a partlal eq:ua].-tima victovy

in California under conservatlves,Govamqr Ronald Reagan and

§ )
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\ In that favorable polltlcal climate, creatlonlsts had Gallfomla s .

science teadu.ng guidelines aqenaed in 1969 to reqqlre equal time for
teaching creatioyg. But this dec:.smn was reversed under Democratic Governor

{ f ‘ Y
Jerry s (1974) less conservatu;e state school hoard. Partial, victory
whetted cxeatlomsts' appetltes To win California, which uses 10 percent
of all U.S. textbooks, was to win the nation. A Science magaz:.ne author
2= =

expla.med

-
- o F]

-What is 'good'. for Callforru.a is Iikely to becme good'
* for the rest of the nation... .Unless publishers are
prepared to p;ro@uce special Califcm'ia editions--and they
probably are not——the standard set for Califomia will..:
become the standard for many other states. 9
Creatlonists were also encouraged when fundanentallsts largely won

" a'1974-75 campaign around Charlestq) West Virg:m:.a, agaJ.nst alleged g) - "

dirty textbocks. 10 More encouragenent cane when Congress delaye@
NSF's 1975 funding because fundarentalists objected to an NSF-financed
6th grade social studies course, "Man: A Course of Study"* (MACOS) , which ]

8, 4
mentloned such Eskmo customs as Wife swapplng, J.ncest canm.ballsm,

andmbberyll ‘ . ©

‘ .
v

Abcve all, creationists emerged, as have textbook watchers -the

Herltage Foundation, the Moral Majorlty, and others of the fmdanentahst
e

Anght,lnreact.lontothetroublesofdxtlme Awr:.teron.the t

West Vlrgmla textbock controversy expressed it as’ follcms ‘l'u. &

»

The country is experiencing a religious crusade as flerce

asanyoutofthemddleAges Ourcmldrmarebelng ' {‘
sacr:.flced because of the fanat:Lcaf' zeal of our Yo
' ) "‘M/r « s

. B
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.+t . fondsmentelist hERbk: gﬂf! ﬁyﬁ"eAg! ﬁearzng the voics , "’6_

of God [ﬁocplo are con,usod and angzy about everything
from marijuana te Hatergate: raallnv helplass and left out,
thsy ara looxlng for a scaosaoau, aager to exorcise all that lS S
aVLL and. foul, cleansa or burn. all that is’ strange and
fbrezgm;] In thls rallglous war, spiced thh overtones of
" race :nd olass, the, oooks are an -accessible target, 12
Substluute the word evolution" for "the books" and one begins to -
/. see ' __Jz'the.av04uulon/orsatlon con*rovarsy rages. & varrags of rapid.
-~ put us of¢ bal ance,
changes for the worse has f\ One can undarstand why @ ccnservatmve
'ksurga with Szmple religious answers to complex ?O”al pfoblems~m§ght
‘hava -appeal.

Sl “Thess cuesticns comp to mind:  Was thero a éonspiracyiin
Arkansas? Why was_Arkansas chosen? How can Genesis~booed~creatidn '
" be passed off asg science today? Are sectional and demographic
1 differences invoived? Why are many- Amerlcans, if not attracted,

at least tolarant of creationism? What do scient*sts 'say about .

' -aqual tima?. Finally, what can public school educators do?
Judge'Ovartoﬁ‘s éhalysis'“ ’ ’ offars the followxng
nsight into the consplwacy theory. Fundamenuallst Paul Ellwanger
C-l‘b'x.zen:tfgt{ﬁ I-?gsu?r?ésg 0;11? hﬁng;:g' ;g:' Cl?iitz :zde:sndk::f:ssttm eréenizations:
—y Paderal E308b113hmen of B “voluzionaﬂy Dogma " He is by profession.
a respiratory therapist wié;out trainipg in law'or science and ) -
, an anti-evolution activist, Knoiring that‘evoluxion cannot ba~barred

-

from classrootis’ (1968 erson v. Arkansas upreme Court declslon),
N

Faist lawyer Wend€ll E, Bird, developed

. Ellwgnger, helped by credr
"Balanced Treatment" model bills ommttxng religion or 00&.30 as to
'yithstand constitutional oballang and used wording that appéals to

-

| IR




Americans! sense of fair?ain presentmg both sz.des ' illwanger “ ~7
insisted that non-ministers push the bill in ordsr to /a\ro:.d the
- taint of rel:.gion in the pubhc mnd. He urged. suppo'n ers not to
present tha bill in a rehgr.ous framewcrk He wrote s woman.
lébbyist for jhe bill not’ to mix creatmon-sc;.ence and. creatien—
mligton." 13 »'L; | : 0
Elluangar sent his medel biTl to, smong others, 'Eundanentalxs't
min.:.ste.r, WA Blot.nt, chairman of the Gréater ui’ctle Rock.
Evangelical Fellewship, A mimster member' of the Pellowshig gavy
the bill to Carl Hu.nt, businass assoc1ate of Senator O'émes L
”Hils-hed. a J:pn agam“ fund:amantahét‘ who mt"oauced the b* 11
into the Ankansas Senateg, \< It Vas pass°d afte*- a few mmutes
without debate or. advicg ‘from aducators or scienuisﬂ;s or the,t attorney
general, . In the House, ,the bill was re:.e*'red te- the Educaticn
Commlttee for a lS-minute perfunctory hearing and was passad with ;
little debate and no mod;fmatxon,:/[\t wasigned. by a fundamen‘callsu
governor who owed his elsction to the Moral Majority and who later
adrq:.tted that he had not read the dili. Judge Overten pointed outy

that all’ involved--Ellwangar, Bloun:l: Hunt, Holsted, and. the governore—= .

Were motivabed by am;-}.-e.volut ion, pro-religious be.liéfsa\ A later

- ‘alse conreations '
investigator, found such clese A among those who gct the sek .
passed as to suggest strongly & conser'vztiv‘e. conspi"acy.m‘

- Arkansas was chosen, explamed. L:.ttle Rock'a ACLU Mecutzva
Director Séandra Kurjiaka, because moat legxslatera are i‘rom rural
districts, are not overly concerned abeu'b the constitut*onall‘cy of
laws they pasa,’: and believe that a votg a¢ax\/st creationism. Mould
be ] vote asai.net; God, " Onlg Represertative Mlke. Wilzen, concermed .

I'd

. ‘ >
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. [P . 9 %
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© about the bill, took the Arkansas Methodist bishop to the hearing but found

/o .
" that "they would.not allow the bishop to speak against it." )
< o - s L N *.-. : . . .
. FKurjiaka added: : , - ©os
’ =0 oo N
It was amazs,ng I've never seen a piece of legislation go N

t‘.hrough that ‘fast. It was vexy carefully orchestrated for the

last days of the session, so that there would net be.any

’

. .They sucoeeded 1n passmg it w:Lthout

And now most me:nbers are very embarrassed

. that they voted yes for 1t ..I'm not sure there s anybody
\'_»
g heyond 50 or so members of the Moral Ma;orlty in the entlre

state who want thlS thing.’ 15 . y ’ (

,-That creatlon scnenoe is not s01ence but a mlsncmer contrlved |

- N to mislead was dealt with by Judge Ovﬂton Creationism as the. sudden origin
‘ ¥
of th!e unlverse, energy, and life depends on supematural mtexventlon and

is not testable, he,wrote. Creatlomst bellef in separate ancestry for man

-

and ape is an assertion w1thout sc1entJ.f1c proof hé held. That - the earth s

’

geology and foss1l rana.ms were causgd by a world flood in Noah's tJ.me he

\
‘wrote,- has not beén proved by natural ev1denoe The estl_mate of a;

6,000-year-old- earth is based, not on science, but on the genealogy of the

Ve

ny 0ld Test Creation science, he concluded, is not s01ence 16 L e "

Why many Americans accept "creatlonlsrr{, " as it was first called, ’

I

and "creat{im science," as later named, remains sarething to pondet.
One mnjécture is that in times of stress people are gullible, and ,
N :

superstitions easily surface, as shown by widespread belief in UFO

. 7". *stories and astrology.

1

Regarding demograph.lcs, same }Jbservers sense a south-—agamst—-the— '

north factor in the creatlon/evolutlm battle and also a rural—-versu,s—
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urban element, as thﬂ Little Rock nress and c1ty sophlsticates"

' oenorally opposed wnlle small town end rural people.mainly favored the .
crea?ionﬂiaw. Some also.see a class struggle at work, as . ¢ Slue=
. +  cresationists
‘collar  worker and farneﬂA_vent angers at outside Johnny-come—lately
evClutionists . )
Aweo have moved into nositlons of local power. '

.

<

»
.

Eow have sclevtists regc d. # retired biologist wrots about

[}

Arkangasg: - : .o C .

As.in the Californig Segraves trial, ths creationists got
oy ‘ . . - . . - ‘
-what they wanted: publicity and a polarization of - the
pcpulsee. This issue will be 4on oﬁ'lost not in the courts L

- 4

-or in the legislatures but ‘in tne mlnds of ordxnary folk,

- v

N Our big jab is one ' of education., (Also, politics) 17
As 1f agreeln éenator‘Ja.es QO7sted,sald of 'his defeated bili
"I ‘hlnk I had a v1oto”y bedause Eh°.’d°a and the splrlt behind tee

law vas to get people aware of crea tion science.. That was my o
\ Q -
intention in th- 1r'J.rsxt place."1 ‘ ’ - . - :
- . . i .
Wrote Unlver31ty of California (Rlveralde) blology Profeseor '

-

John A&, Hoore, "Creatlonlsm is reWLgloLe dogma, evolution is scientific

-

theory.". "Thus, scienulsts sbou‘d oppose the ueachlng of creationlsm
. as sc1ence, though no one. should ob* C to it or any creation myth
B ¢ 1 ’ g .
being taught as paru OL the history of religion.” 9 oo ~

- »

Hoore opposed equal'tiﬁe because "scientific matters are npﬁ
resé}ved by democratic procedﬁres.ﬁ Hs explained: ‘
Democracy did not give us the laws of gravitation, the laws
thermodynam1cs, or Mendel's {nﬁs of inherltagce. In e o ¥
. science class, creatlonism is not--lndeed cannot ba--a part

of science‘because its statements are.w.basedﬂon revelatlon,

' not a caroful marsna111n5 oféata by observatxon and

A experimentation.2q L .
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: ”'Ei:"{)erfence," he 'said, "has deu;onst"ated clearly that 'thare 1s

L o e .

n way to deal, in a scientific way, with detarmined creationists.

¢

Mg 18 political debale; it is not a scientific one. " wneq one
views tHs" crqatiﬁn—evol.ution battle as political, not scfenti.fxc, he

continued ona J;'ealizes the- ditfzculty 1in d.ealz.ng m.tb it in our. . |
- - 21 /
dempcracy, phere' fﬁw political questions are settled for all time.” ¥

.
H

Smilart’)y, at@ January u, ‘1982 m,est*ng of- the 'Ame:m.oan

%

Association for the Adv ndement of Sc;ence, craationism was called a |

.

pclitigal movemant whn):h mast be met with poli"ica]: action as well

22 \ ’ . v
as scientific argumenﬁ . 1 S ).

-«

) 0f credtionists! demand for equal tit Dav1d Black wrote,
"Thay deveio‘péd ?,new stratégy, Wich @ ipealed to [iiberals] sense
I'd
of fair play" equal tuna. uB;&‘o/ljcgy teathsrs would be forced to -
divide time- batweén craatlonism and GVOlutxon," thus weakening science
) while emphasizing the Bible.: He called hs .
. Acraatlon mbvement "a slick, well-packaged campa,ign, run by mndamentali°t

who ai'e trying tTo use conservatism as a trojan horse to smuggle- the’

-

,chi\}d. of . God. and thus tﬁreate‘ns the central _premise of their rel igion.

desbla back into public schools. *They h en to fight evolution,

be .said, beoausa to them 1t "denies the, ositien of man'as the

can educators do?

- )

Except in prtvate. rehgious conegea, almost no science, professor

, teacbes Genesi.s-basezl c&atvon. In pubuc schools, because of ~

. constwtnt*onal ‘separation of ohureh and state, science teachers should. .

resist any affortzto 1ntroduce Geneais-based. creatmon. > i

Pudblie school educators can do these 3. things‘ )

« 1. Have read.y access to the 1eg31/v,rectivu, if any, guiding sta&*a.
and losal’ school units in teaching about religion or other’cortroversial
't:opé.cs’.~" -N‘ . \ . .

, 2. h'hsra no. /state or- local direc’cive. exiats or. where Nide 1ocaI' o

latituds 1s permi.tted educ_::tors can try to be prepared by always
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having an active committee on teachlng controversial tOpics.ﬁ Such

2

) a committoedgan assenble and make avaLlable £o. concerned constituenbs a‘

» wide raﬁge of literature on all . asoects of teachgng controverslal -

%t ., Y

5

,-subjects. - K . ‘ .
. . o

T3 (The valué of having such a commlttee WLth access to w1dé inlormation
lsjthat they know where to get help cegally (state attorney, ACLU,

0 others), educationalIy (National Assoclatlon of-Blology Teachers, T

-
“

National Dducatlcn Association, American Library Association, others),lan

-

scientlflcally (American Association for the Advancenent of Splenca,
- others). They would know, for evampiéﬁ that u7 statos have establlshe

, voluntary, lndependent cormittees of correspondence, made up of
1 4

_concerned local SCientlStS, edugators, minlsters, and others ready
to help in evolution/creatlon crisis situatlons° ) »

An optimistic view of the: ccnuroversi is that rnore sclentists,
educators, clergynen, and citlzens now Oppose equal-tlme
;evolution/creatrOﬁ teaching, that oreationists are'a small part of g
the divergse canservative spectrum among whom gerious dLYlSlons axist*’
'that creationists and qual Majorltarians cannem yxn in court, publlc;
oplnlon, or among old line political conservatives on slngle igsues
sugh *as. prayer in public scheols and,equal-tlme evolgt}en/?reatlon,
teaching.. ;e - -

-~ What course will prevail depends on ouar falth in‘thme-honored
constitutional safeguards, on recalling dangers that state—enforced
'morality pose %o liberty and progress, aﬁd Iy bel:.evwnb that religion

L
and ethlcs at -home and in church are as’ desirable to assure freedo
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7 *In short the outcomp deoende, af always,Jon the good senée

-

American people, '

.
Lo . - L,




- ' J‘” ' ' ¥ ' ’ : 12
¢ N — . . ’ ' .. - '
! N ’ ’ . e .
1l "Law on the Teaching of Creatlon Helps Governor of Arkansas

l" ' .
, Anong Conseréétlves," Heu York Tines, Harch 22, 1981; "t1Creation .

L3

Science' Wins *n‘ﬁrkansas," Hew Yorﬁ?Times, Mgrch 22, 1981;, oL
v / 4" . '
Broad William J., "Loulsiana Putd God into Biology Lessons w ’

Science, Vol, 213 (August T, 1981), pp? 628~629, BalthOre Sun,

" March 19’Y1981 The ﬂlami Herald (Fla. ), Narch 22, 1981; The t
Oregonian (Portland, Oregon),'ua ch§22 1981 .Arkansas Democrat

s

(thtle Rock), tarch 21 2981; "ACLU ‘Sues to Overturn Creatjon

A Lav j Arkahsas," Acts and Facts (Institure for Greation Research),

Vol, 10, Yo, 7 (July, 1381), p. 3; "Creatlon-Teacnlnb Law ‘Will be
TEsted in Ceurt," Chrlstlanvﬁy Today, Vol, 25 ¥o. 15 (ggptgpber L,

1981) PpP. 5h-56; "'Monkey Trial! in Arkansas," Civil Liberties

ACLU), No, 338 (June, "1981), po. 1, % 8,

2. "Louisiana Ad¢ing !'Creation' Studies," New York Times, July 22, 1981;

Broad, om, ‘cit, o} He.rd Alex, “Puttinb Scientific Creationism in

* . Gurricula Would be Difflcult and Costly, Officials Say," Bducation

. Week, August” 2l ; 1981, po. 12-13, ' (
rd

3.+ Neu York Timeé, January 6, 1982, '
ly. Betes, Vernon'Lee, “Qhristian Fufidamentalism and the Theory of
. iEVquiién in Public School Educst:on: A Study of the creafipn.
. .Scienoe Mo%ement,d Ph. -D. Dissertation, University of Califorria,
Dav1s, 1976; Johnson, LeRoy, "The “volution Controversy During the
: ‘1920's," Ph, D. Dlssertation, New Ybrk Unfversity, 1954, pp. 195-200.
5. De Camp, L. Sprague, "The\grd of the Monkey War," Scientific
American, Vol. 220, lo, 2.6Februery, 1969), pp. 15~21;,De‘Camp,
' L. Sorague, "Scopes Has Cdjoled Into 'Mooiey Trial,t" Weshinggpn
Post, November i, 1970: p. B3; Tompkins, Jerry R,, "Memoirs of a

Belated Hero," American Biology Teacher, Vol. 3L, No. 7 s

- . ’ ¢
14 .
.




v ° 13
L v i ‘ ; .
(October, 1972), .pp. 383 38), 410; Cole, Pév-oooper "A Witness at
the Scopes Trlal," Scientific Aqgrican& Vol, 200, Wo. 1 \

-

(January, 1959), pp. 120-130
Agé%ggJohnsod;'o . cit., p. 18&; De Camip, "The End of the Monkey Waf;"
. | ooﬁgcit. o , : o R e = *
' T-e Graoinen, Judith 7., and Pster D, Miller, "Effects of ths Scopes ‘5
' Trial: Was~yIt a V1c+ory'for Evolutionists?" Science, Vol. 185,

llo, ulgﬁ (Septembszr 6, 19?9) 832-83?*~Jernber;, Stanley, "Concepts
.;ffCreaticniém‘and Evolution" (transeript ¢ am address to the

New ¥ork Academy of Seience, February 6, 1531), SI3TA Journal

-

(Stéten Tsland Sciéncé Teachers Association), Vol. 6, Mo. 3

(Februery, 1981), pp..3-l, 8; Nelkin, Doro thy, Scienca Texthook

PR . . v
Controversies and the Politics of Equal Time. Canbridgs, MA; .
The MIT Press, 1977;-Ne1kfh; Dorothy, "The Scierce Textbook .

ContrOver31es," SClentlfiC Americgn, Vol. 23, Wo. L (4pril, 1976),

PPe <33 3(;0
8. Grobman, Arnold B., The Changing Classroom. The Role of ‘bhe

-

At

Biological Sciences: Currlculum Study. BSCS Bulletin lMumber L,

~_ . . ’ : .
Garden.City, WY: Doubleday and Co,, 1969; Eppersen v. Arkansas,

. 393 U.S. 97 (1968); also published~ih Fellman, Dgvid, ed.,

The Supremé Court and nduoat*on. Classics in Education Mo, 'h

o

3rd ed. New York: Teachers College Press, 1976 DD 112 12u ' -
5. Bevgﬁ, Hllliam, "Two Cooks for the Sane ﬁitchsn°" Soiegg

Vol. 177, ¥o, L0S5 (September 29, 1972), editorial page;‘

Broad, William J., “Creauionlsts Limit Scope of Evolutlon Case,

SCLence, Vol.-221, No. 4188 (ilarch 20, 1981%, pp. 1331-1332.

Parker, 'Frankiin, The Battle of the Books: Kanawha County,

‘Bloorington,- IN: Phi Delta Kappa Fastback 63, 1515;
: ? . ) ¢ Py ‘ ) )

s -

: A




-lp

‘h.'

3.

R 160"

17.
18,

. o n . P & :
- { - Y : A1y
"ﬁ . » LY . s -
. s Yo . e

Candor, Gf erlne Ann, "A Hlstpry 6f the Kana awha County Textbook
Contrové?sy, Aﬁrll Q@?&;April‘l975," Ed, D, Dlssertatlon, |
Virginia Polytecnnic Institute and State University, 1976. ’

Bates,aog._citfp_p. 1739 Park, Charles, "Preache?s, Politics, and |-

. T o . N 5 ‘l. g
Public Education? A Review of Right-Wing Pressures Against Pubplic .

SGhooliﬁg ip, #nerica,” Phi Delta Kappan, Vol. 61, No. 9 (May,.1980),

pp. 6®8 612 Nelkrn (bqok), ops cit., chapter 73 Congr8331onal

Record (Wag 7, ;975), po. l}b7+~13h7§, Con:res;ionaT Récord o
Way“ZIh;L§75), pr. 15783-15785; "Issues'Vndarlyin the MACOS

Controvers;* 0i0fe ﬂéwa‘fyducatlon Develoaﬂent Cenuer), Issuse

*

No. 7 (Nlnﬁér, 19?2?, Pp. 1- 2. ‘ .
Parker, op. cit;, p. 2Lh-25, ’

Judne~w. R, Over on's Jenuary 5 1582, Opin’on, dducatLOn Week
Vol. s Hoy. nuawy I?, 982), p. 16.

=

L\‘Bh' I-I'87 . : . - ) //
Civil Libertég% (AcLU), No. 38 (June, 1981), pp. 1, 5, 8.,

Leuin, Ro~er, "A Tale w1th fany Connectlons," Science, Vol 215,
No. 29 (Januﬁpy, 1982), pp>

Judge derton{s,January 5, 1982, Opinion, op, cit, - -~
Letter, ﬁéﬁid Kraus to Franklin Parker, Janusky 6, 1982. \\\\

Hartinsbung UV Evening Journal, January 6, 1982.

oorah‘Joh? A., ;Daalln? with Controversy A Challenge to the

Unlversitdas,q American Biology Teacher, Vol L1, No. 9

(December,,l979), PD. Shh, 5&7, 551, - R
3 ‘ L pa -
Ibid, oL : T -
S :
Ibid - - o K

‘wi', .

=

Neu xhrk Times, January 5, 1982.

4

Black, ade, "The Creatxonists are Cominb-—APaxn, NEXT

(March/hpq}l 1961), pp. 6L, 66, 67,




